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i>«ar Mr, Rlohardaony 

ooao*mln« requMta for *pubUo iaformtioa% m I 
w«^r ^^raquira rMpoiuw withla tO dajB, This la the 15th day elooe cm July 28 

the la*. froB Mr. Arohihald Ccm*8 dmial U m ot oeplee of 
that which had already been released ^ auhl < rri ^ 

Of rejecting ay requests for pubUc infor- 
I ® ^ nothing, was for a press x«leaael ThreTl hay® 

^ • euEaaexy Judgement against your 
I>eparteaBt was forced to certify to the court of appecas 
predeoesaaor la a liar. With your addreea to the Bar association in iH»a i 
ehaU address that one, to determlna whether you mad® a delayed Fourth of July speeoh. ' 

What lx seek is not only not secret, it was published intomati*nally. hr, Odoc. 

if??? request, violated the publiBhed dlroo^ywo of 
Z ^ controlling the responses of all egenctes, in not 

Bocai^ the n-ied of a writer is for InforDiation with all the speed posalble and 
becaa^o thu TOqulrenant of the law in response is for prmptneas, to save you ti»o «nd 
ine rope t^t you will comply with the law and your own reguAatlona without furthar 
uelay « repeat my request. It is for ooptes of the released pages only of the greaa^ 

Ouiy taatlaony oi m, Howard hunt in the Watergata jjatter. I also asked when andS^ 
r oouic oiaminii the adoresobooks taken under search warrant from those c»nvl<sfc»d and 
for an o.k, lor coptes of any pages I «ight want. Thee® also were relaasad, 
ware reprodu^ in laoaiaile, Thoy were introduced into evidence, And this, tlie w, 
the second time th*; Department has refused ae evidence intaoduced in oourt. 

In the third of my F.O.I. caass, no on® of which should ever have had to to 
wort because I ^ve been careful not to a««k what is properly withheld land ii’ you 

steal this I can show you exolsiona I mad® in what was rel^aaed and 

ab^d no ’. have been before I published it) there was faise swoaxlag by your UcpartiBsat. ‘ 
I b,Ue,» me instituted perjury «ul Ite .ubematlen. Ihe« .^dilWret. ST^ 
repr^tawion to the court, a deliberate deception. Yet later in this sshs suit your 
epartaen. nllaged. to the court that the courts, in general, a3e without basis for 
i.,ioesai^ ve. lal matters involved in suits of this nature, no. I am asking you to 
^e a personal .avestigation and, in tbo spirit of your sp«»ch, to do what you 
to do in suen cases, sfean I asked iir, Mitchell whose record in ouch matterei ia no 'miger 
^ret who preaac ites the prea^mtor in time I got a non-response from Mr. kuckelahauX 
who waa ohicu. ol i;ae division I believe oonaaitted the orimes, 

^rlier, on receiving reports that FBI agents were interfering v,lth xl^ts, 
^eluding under the First >uaendaent, and fefaaing me, I aaked Mr. Fiitchell about thia. 

lZ?Z r 7 ^ 

What you toiu too Bor, you will, as i ask again, look into this. 


Dlncersly, 


Harold Viisberg 



